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“No consecrated absurdity would have stood its ground if man had not silenced child’s objections.” — Michelet. 
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THE BUGBEAR OF SOCIALISM 


Today, the question of Socialism forces itself to the front 
everywhere, in literary, political and social circles it is dis- 
cussed with continually increasing interest; and the great di- 
vergence of opinion as to what is and what is not Socialism 
is rather bewildering to the ordinary citizen. It means that 
—it means that. One school declares for municipalization; 
another sneers at it. Some assert that it is a slow, gradual, 
evolutionary process; others affirm that it must come as a 
political coup d’etat, and a sudden and violent readjustment 
of society. The truth, as I take it to be, is that Socialism is 
identical with the spirit of modern progress. With this con- 
ception, held by many of the world’s foremost thinkers and 
reformers, I consider there is no need to quarrel. 

Among the various bodies which make up the modern 
progressive movement, those Socialist organizations which 
work along the lines of political action attract most atten- 
tion, not so much by reason of any good they do as because 
of their noisy and aggressive character. Even when not out 
and out revolutionary they are more extreme than the most 
advanced radicals; and an amusing and suggestive feature 
ef the movement is that each party claims to be the true 
party, and denounces all the others as “frauds.” 

The propagation cf their doctrines causes much misgiving 
and uneasiness among certain classes, and to timid souls in 
general, who vaguely apprehend a menace to the measure of 
freedom they now enjoy. The purpose of these papers is to 
demonstrate the baseless nature of this fear, and to show that 
A a neg or “scientific” Socialism is a bugbear pure and sim- 
ple. 

“Scientific Socialism” is by no means new. It had its ori- 
gin in Plato’s brain when he dreamed of his Republic. Other 
philosophers since his day have modified his scheme, each ac- 
cording to his own idiosyncrasies. More’s “Utopia” was 
based partly on Plato’s “Republic” and partly on the vague 
reports that in his time reached Europe concerning the em- 
pire of Peru, which was a Socialistic State, modeled on lines 
which some of our modern utopians affect to admire. They 
give to Manco Capac, the mythical founder of the Peruvian 
system, the character of an individual man, when it is evi- 
dent he merely typifies a revolutionary party. 

It is, perhaps, fortunate that history affords us such an 
object lesson as the Peruvian Socialist State. There exists 
no clear record of its origin; but that it succeeded to a per- 
fectly organized system may be conceded. It had already 
reached the decrepitude of old age when the Spaniards dis- 
covered the country. The official or ruling class had crys- 
tallized into a priestly caste, filling all the State offices, with 
the Inca, or emperor, at their head, worshipped as a god as 
well as obeyed as a ruler. The status of the great mass of 
the people had sunk to something between that of irrespon- 
sible children and beasts of burden. Money and the use of 
letters were unknown, a substitute being found for the latter 
in an ingenious contrivance called the quipas, the science of 
which was jealously confined to Inca caste; while, instead of 
a literature, there was a kind of drama, orally preserved, 
for the purpose of public amusement. The State regulated 
everything down to the smallest detail of industrial and do- 
mestic life. The land was divided yearly among the people. 
If a family had decreased during the year, through death, 
marriage, or other cause, the allotment was reduced accord- 
ingly; if, on the other hand, it had augmented, the allotment 
was increased. Every young couple, on marrying, received 
an allotment and a dwelling. Marriages took place at set 
periods, and the State mated the couples without reference to 
any special predilection on the part of the young people. 
The welfare of the masses was carefully studied, but severe 


laws bound them down in a condition of hopeless, helpless 
subjection. 

In regard to industry, public works were carried on by 
means of a system of levying; but care was observed that 
men should not be taken, out of season, from other occupa- 
tions, such as tilling the soil. Raw material was collected in 
great general stores, and distributed at certain seasons, to 
be converted into fabrics by the people in their homes. The 
finest of everything, of course, went to thé Inca caste, who 
toiled not nor spun; and the richest productions were re- 
served for the emperor and his own multitudinous family; 
while the people were permitted to retain the coarser stuffs 
for their own use. : 

This exaggerated form of paternal government had, at 
the time of the Spanish invasion, crushed out every spark of 
individuality in the people, so that a body of something over 
two hundred adventurers conquered a population of thirty 


millions! 
* * * 


Of course the modern State Socialist will indignantly deny that 
the establishment of his pet system would lead to such a condition 
of things as overtook the Peruvian masses; but no amount of 
sophistry can alter the fact that State control is destructive of 
individuality and of personal liberty. He can offer no guarantee 
that his officially organized State would not degenerate into a des- 
potism. 

So many and serious are the objections to State Social- 
ism that of late years its advocates have ceased to present 
their cut and dried schemes, and have confined themselves 
to vague allusions. The phrase—“co-operative common- 
wealth,” is often on their lips—it is, in fact, their favorite 
shibboleth—and they love to prate about “liberty, equality, 
fraternity;” but in the heat of debate they sometimes lose 
their caution, and declare their compulsory system to be 
inevitable, sneering at the idea of freedom. “Freedom,” 
they tell you, “is a dream.” 

It is their own regimentally constituted utopia that is 
a dream—the same dream that inspired the zealot Robes- 
pierre, and the Jacobins when they instituted the reign 
of terror in France in 1798. The modern State Socialist, 
with his pyramidical system, is merely a survival of the 
Jacobin. It is a species of philosophical atavism; for the 
principal of governmental or State control of things social, 
industrial, and economic belongs to a past epoch of history 
and a low stage of human development, which the world 
has long since left behind. The tendency of the present 
age is, not to fetter the individual, but to free him; to 
leave him more and more at liberty to carve out his own 
destiny; just as, in the family, the parental control is 
gradually relaxed,-until the child is no longer subject to it. 

Since they take for their rallying cry, liberty, equality, 
and fraternity; since they announce themselves as the 
heralds and pioneers of a new social system which is to free 
the worker from industrial bondage and social misery; it is 
proper that we should examine their professed aims, and 
the means they employ in order to propagate their doctrines, 
before attempting to analyze the doctrines themselves. 

* * %* 


Here, briefly and concisely put, is what they propose to 
do: “Educate the people” up to the point of sending a major- 
ity of Socialist members to Parliament, the leaders of which 
body will form a cabinet and proceed to frame and pass an 
act, declaring “the land and the machinery of production, 
distribution and exchange” to be public property, henceforth 
to be controlled in the interests of the whole people. This 
action, declare our sanguine utopians, will extinguish all class 
distinctions, all parasitism, and turn every able-bodied man 


and woman into a worker. Each worker, they further assert, 
will be secured in the enjoyment of the full amount of wealth 
produced by his or her toil; in short, it will establish the in- 
dustrial millennium, the co-operative commonwealth. 

To any sane, unprejudiced thinker, the gross ridiculous- 
ness of this proposition is apparent the moment it is stated; 
yet a great many among the working classes accept it in 
blind confidence. Dazzled by the glittering prospect it con- 
jures up, they fail to realize its visionary and delusive char- 
acter, or to see the numerous obstacles standing in the way 
of its attainment. 4 : 

In the first place, the assertion that the inauguration of 
State Socialism would abolish classes is as fallacious as 
the other misleading statements, that the worker would be 
secured in the possession of the full product of his labor; 
for it is apparent that to extend State control to every rami- 
fication of social, industrial and economic life (and this is 
what State Socialism means, if it means anything) would 
create an enormous swarm of officials of every description, 
the burden of whose maintenance would naturally fall on 
the workers’ shoulders. And whoever has noted (as who has 
not) how the possession of authority inflates the pride and 
self-consequence of those endowed with it, and how they 
incline to look down on those they rule, will comprehend at 
once that State Socialism would put us all at the mercy of 
a swarm of officials. The democratic elective method of 
putting them in office, instead of obviating this danger, would 
enhance it, for the very circumstance of their selection would 
be their certificate of superiority. Ambition for high places 
would inspire the vulgar; intrigue would be rife; nepotism 
would consolidate the official class, and a reign of tyranny 
and grinding despotism ensue. 

Those “scientific” Socialist writers who have ventured to 
sketch a picture of their co-operative commonwealth, besides 
showing how the wonderful State machine would regulate 
every branch of economic and industrial life, do not hesitate 
to assert that such things as sports, amusements, sexual re- 
lations, and even clothing, would be matters for governmen- 
tal dictation rather than individual choice. The last item 
mentioned—dress—caps the climax of absurdity, for we are 
all to wear uniforms. D. 


HOW TYRANNY IS FORMED 


If there is a hell in human history it is the spirit of au- 
thority. It is engendered hy the stupidity and supineness of 
the masses, and upon these two factors it bases itself, without 
them it could not exist. For it begets all evils, all crimes and 
all shames of our civilization. 

And, fatally, this cursed spirit is to be found as a natural 
instinct in all men—the best not excepted. Each man carries 
this germ within himself; and any germ, according to a 
fundamental law of life, must necessarily thrive and grow 
where it finds a condition favorable to its development. These 
elements in human society are ignorance, superstition, the 
apathetic indifference and servile habits of the masses, so 
that we can rightfully say that the masses themselves pro- 
duce these exploiters, these oppressors, these tormentors 
of humanity of which they are victims. 

When people slumber and patiently endure their abjection 
and slavery, many of the more energetic and_ intelligent 
among them, who in a different regime could render incal- 
culable services to humanity, degenerate into despots. Often 
they become so laboring’ under the delusion that they are 


acting for the good of those they are oppressing. On the. 


other hand, in an awakened and enlightened society, jealous 
of its liberty, and disposed to defend its rights at all hazards, 
selfish and malevolent individuals would necessarily become 
harmless. Such is the power of society, a thousand times 
greater than the influence exercised by strong individuals. 

Thus it is clear that the absence of opposition and of 
continual control inevitably becomes a source of depravity 
for individuals vested of any form of social power. And 
it behooves those who cherish moral characteristics to be- 
think themselves lest this opposition and salutary control will 


be used against themselves. 
MICHAEL BAKUNIN. 


The Social Science League and Open Forum, 1705 Jef- 
ferson street, Tacoma. Lectures every Tuesday at 8 p. m. 
Free reading room open all day and evening. Radical liter- 
ature and publications in all languages on hand, labor papers 


kept on file. Everybody welcome. Admission free. 


CIVILIZED OR SAVAGE? 


Upon observing closely the workings of the present sys- 
tem of society, one is tempted to ask the question: Are we 
civilized or savage? A little reflection will show there is 
something in the question. I am aware the casual thinker, 
and he is legion, will exclaim, “Ridiculous! What has the 
modern, highly refined and developed gentleman in common 
with the hideous savage?” It would be much harder to show 
what he has that it not common to the savage. Let us exam- 
ine, briefly, the few general principles that guide the conduct 
of both and see if the question is worth consideration. 

While sleeping secure in his mountain cave the savage 
dreamt. In those dreams he visited places that, when awake, 
he had never known. How could that be? What was the 
solution? The savage imagination was perplexed. The rid- 
dle must be solved; and it was, as well as the savage mind 
could do it. There was something within him which was not 
a part of his body that made these midnight excursions. For 
the future civilization he had made an important discovery— 
he had located the human soul. In a like manner he later 
developed a god, by worshipping, through fear, the soul or 
spirit of a dead ruler. Here is the foundation upon which 
rests the greatest and most influential of modern civilized 
institutions—the Church. Nothing has swayed the minds of 
man like religion, nothing has caused them to shed so much 
blood; and it rests upon a savage dream. 

Religion, then, which has played such a mighty part in 
the lives of men in all ages, is a direct inheritance from the 
savage. In its name the civilized man has committed more 
murder and inflicted more cruel torture upon his fellows than 
can ever be laid at the door of the savage. The modern 
Church, because of its origin and influence, must be regarded 
as the greatest enemy of progress. Being founded upon fal- 
lacy, it cannot afford to have the truth known, especially 
since its very existence depends upon maintaining the origi- 
nal falsehood. 

The Church never could have taught the theory of evolu- 
tion, because that would give the lie to her own dogma, that 
the world was made to order about four thousand years ago. 
Such a course would be suicide, for the Church, contrary to 
science, has always maintained she has the absolute truth. 
Ard to make the open confession that what she has been ex- 
poynding with fire and sword down through the centuries are 
absolute lies, is too much to expect from her. Indeed, were 
she to admit her fallibility and take up the propagation of 
the discoveries of modern science, she would quickly lose her 
power as an all wise mother, and degenerate into a purely 
human institution. She would no longer awe the world with 
her towering spires, her revelations and the silvery elo- 
quence of her priesthood. Mankind would cease to worship 
at her altars on bent knees with downcast eyes; but, with 
erected head and questioning mind, would challenge her to 
justify her existence. But this is a dream more iridescent 
than that of the savage. The Church can never become an 
engine of progress; she will always stand by the original 
dream; and all her powers will continue to be thrown in the 
path of science. Her withered hands are gory with the life 
blood of the greatest thinkers of past ages. Her power is 
gradually waning, by reason of the progress she cannot pre- 
vent, but it is still great. And only in so far as the effect 
of her barbarous teachings are minimized and her waning 
influence destroyed can we hope for any real progress. 

The savage has his king to whom he pays tribute, and 
worships and fears and serves. The civilized have their 
kings and presidents, whom they worship and fear and serve, 
and to whom they pay tribute. Government originated with 
the first strong brute of a savage who undertook to force a 
weaker brother to serve him. Government today is one of 
the most revered of our institutions, and indeed has come to 
be regarded as indispensable. Next to, the Church, it is the 
greatest institution in modern society. For a long time it 
was a wing of the Church, and it is yet, except that in some 
countries there is an apparent separation. There cannot be 
any real separation, for, however glibly orators may prate, 
the Church is still mother of States. She controls the moth- 
ers and thereby the early training of the men who compose 
the State; they imbibe her poisonous virus from their moth- 
ers’ breasts. 

The Church moulds the plastic brain of the youth who are 
to be the future statesmen. In her moulds are deeply en- 


graved the hideous shape of authority—the authority of the 


parents, the Church, the State, the rich, and, more than all, 
the authority of heaven to reward and punish, according as 
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one has been obedient or rebellious. To be thus schooled is 
to be either slave or tyrant in later life; to be either anvil 
or hammer in the force called society that shapes the happi- 
ness and sorrows of mankind. The State, therefore, can 
never be separated from the Church, for the latter teaches 
the children; and what the child learns the man performs. 
She prepares the rulers, and, what is vastly more important, 
fashions docile and obedient subjects. 

The State, then, may be regarded as the step daughter of 
the Church, and founded upon the same barbaric, savage in- 
stincts. The business of the government is to keep the poor 
in subjection, and protect the various institutions employed 
by the rich to extract the labor product from the toilers. Its 
police and soldiers, its jails and gallows, are truly represen- 
tative of the barbarians, who, by the way, didn’t have any 
jails in which to torture men in the refined manner of the 
Christian ruler. Still, the savage liked to torture his enemy, 
whom he sometimes killed and ate. In like manner, the gov- 
ernment kills and enslaves its enemies with the same spirit 
of revenge displayed by the savage. 

War is the delight of the savage, often his only means of 
subsistence. He found it easier to swoop down upon his in- 
dustrious neighbor, kill him, and carry off his wives and 
herds, than to supply himself with these necessaries of life 
by honest toil. He felt no conscientious scruple in killing 
his neighbor, and always relied upon his god to help him do 
the job. The modern barbarian, who calls himself Christian 
and civilized, and who has not the excuse of being goaded 
by the pangs of hunger, prays the Almighty to help him in 
the noble cause of sending to heaven, or hell,—he cares not 
which—the industrious brother who resents his encroach- 
ments. The great white czar is on his knees, praying for 
victory over the Japs. This is the greatest inconsistency of 
all; for the Christian represents him as a god of peace and 
love; while the god of the savage is never represented as be- 
ing any better than himself. Consistency is the rarest of 
jewels among civilizel rulers, and the spectacle of a czar, 
a king or a president pleading at the altar of love and peace 
for assistance in war is not the most ludicrous one. 

Hunger, ignorance and lack of conscience were the motive 
powers that urged the savage out to attack his neighbor. 
The “civilized” man dare not plead any of these savage at- 
tzjbutes. Yet he wars upon, his fellows and machines them 
out uf existence with a horrifying dispatch impossible in any 
other age of barbarism. Nearly a million men were slaugh- 
tered in America in a single dispute over the question of au- 
thority. Incidentally the form of slavery of a few million 
negroes was changed; but the real issue was upon the ques- 
tion of how the South should be ruled. What is more horri- 
bly savage and cruel than war? Yet their armies and navies 
are the great pride of every modern nation. 

* * & 


Modern marriage is a relic of savagery. The ring sym- 
bolizes the iron hand with which the savage bound his better 
half in his dugout or hut to prevent her from eloping. The 
Christian wife wears her ring in proud emblem of virtue and 
constancy; really it betokens slavery. For the man of today 
is in full possession of all the attributes of his savage ances- 
tors. To be other than savage we must not act the savage, 
for men are judged by their actions. Authority is the parent 
of slavery, slavery is rooted in barbarism. The savage rules 
wherever he can; where he cannot he submits to the rule of 
others. There is one place every male savage is supreme; 
there the pitiful subjects cringe to his ruthless, whimsical 
will. That place is the home. Women and children are his 
specially appointed subjects, by reason of their inferior 
strength. The civilized man differs little in this respect from 
the savage. He also is the supreme ruler of the home, not so 
ruthless, perhaps, but still master. 

Centuries of slavery, absolute economic dependence, have 
made woman easily submissive, without much resort to vio- 
lence. Infact, it is actually becoming unpopular to thrash 
a wife nowadays, a real sign of progress. But really I see 
no necessity for violence; there are so many other ways of 
making her bite the dust of servility. Every well regulated 
modern home, however, is equipped with a birch rod to im- 
press the youth with due reverence for parental authority. 
A child dare not have a mind of its own when the parents 
are about. It is a mandate of the Church to obey the par- 
ents, and a great sin, to be answered for hereafter, to be re- 
bellious. In every essential respect the modern household is 
conducted on the same plan as that of the savage. There are 
some slight modifications, to be sure, but the curse of author- 
ity is there. Authority, the most conspicuous feature of sav- 


age life, dominates the present society from its lowest strata 
to its topmost heights. 

No society that harbors the spirit of authority can ever 
be civilized. The one sure mark of a civilized man is his dis- 
avowal of authority. Civilization, if it means anything dif- 
ferent from savagery, must mean liberty and equality. These 
must be the test qualities of civilization, for they are entirely 
unknown to the savage; and a society which upon analysis 
can show only the elements of savagery can have no claim 
to civilization. Authority is the bane of progress, liberty its 
nutriment. The civilized man sounds the clarion notes of 
liberty from the housetops, the savage asks for more law, 
some new rule of action. ‘The civilized man despises rule as 
the weapon of the tyrant; to him the golden rule is no rule. 

JAY FOX. 


THREE OF A KIND 


This is the age of sham. Successful charlatanism was 
never so much in evidence as it is today. Despite all of our 
boasted enlightenment and advancement, mankind were never 
so guilelessly gumptionless, so prone to fish in the rain bar- 
rels of credulity, and to grovel with gaping gullibility before 
the tinseled throne of gilded humbug. The market quotation 
of gold brick stock was never more bullish, and facts were 
never further below par. The public simply stands around 
with its hands in its pockets and its mouth open, looking for 
a chance to be taken in. Any ism or idea will command a 
multitude of followers, if it be only sufficiently idiotic and 
absurd. Facts are utterly at discount. A merchant who 
failed to lie about his stock of goods would not command 
trade enough to pay his monthly rent. A candidate for public 
office who gave out his real opinion of public issues would 
not secure votes enough to make a respectable showing. A 
newspaper that told the truth couldn’t give away sample 
copies for carpet padding. Society puts a premium on false- 
hood. Truth is represented as a woman robed in white. She 
is provided so with covering because she is the only woman 
men do not like to see in her naked reality. “Weave us bright 
webs of pleasant fancies in the loom of credulous imagina- 
tion,” cry humanity. If you have the truth, do not cry it 
from any housetop, except you desire to be a martyr Be- 
cause your truth, whatever it be, will assuredly disturb somie 
one’s petted superstition. Hell hath no fury like a disturshed 
superstition. A man’s faith is his mental corn; tread upon 
it at your peril. Whenever you find an idea or a system of 
faith bulwarked by parasites, know for a certainty that it is 
false. Every superstition has its parasites—those who draw 
sustenance from it. The priests are the parasites of religion. 
The politicians are the parasites of the state superstition. 
The capitalist exploiter is the parasite of the superstition 
of property. Church, state and property are the three great 
falsehoods of ages, and their survival is due to the one fact 
that they support a brood of parasites who cannot for this 
reason afford to let them die. R. W. 


ELECTION 


“Here’s an honest man that will stand for people’s rights, 

To secure his success pays five dollars a vote.” : 

“What,” said Lubber, “a man who will fight for the people’s 
cause, 

And five dollars besides? Here’s a bargain, I trow!” 

“Lubber! Look out! Beware! That man there is an imposter. 

Now he is buying your vote but to sell you in time. 

Here’s the honest man! He pays for your vote not a penny, 

But if elected he will stand by your cause to death.” 

Lubber voted for him; this honest man was elected, 

And the power he held made him a knave just the same. 

Lubber was striking his breast. He cried: I was duped like 
a hayseed. 


Had I but taken the five! I would be that much ahead. 


The voters—each of them, taken singly, is passably gifted 


with reason; let them assemble—and straight into a block- 
head they turn. 
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LIBERTY LUMINANTS 


Every man of ordinary human feeling has an instinctive 
love for his native land, but when this natural and rational 
sentiment is perverted into that hysterical form of insanity 
which manifests itself in: flag-worshiping foolishness called 
patriotism and builds up a sort of national egomania at the 
expense of people living beyond the sea or border, it is 
neither rational or natural; it is only a manifestation of 
man’s propensity for making a fool of himself without half 
trying. Of all the humbugs that ever went into partnership 
with human credulity, patriotism has been the greatest snare 
and delusion. In the name of patriotism tyrants have tram- 
pled upon the sacred rights of humanity and the people have 
meekly bowed in blind obedience. Patriotism is the bulwark 
of sham behind which political parasites perpetuate their 
power and perpetrate their frauds. In this country patriot- 
ism manifests itself chiefly in bluff and bluster; this spirit 
of jixgeism always whoops for war, looks for trouble and 
creates unnecessary disturbance. The jingoist promotes mil- 
itarism and militarism is a menace, not only to peace, but 
to the liberties of the people, because the military power is 
the main prop of despotism and arbitrary rule. A numerous 
army and a powerful navy is the desire of every despot who 
dreams of universal dominion. It is the delusion of patriotism 
that keeps Russia’s neck under a despot’s heel, and enables 
the plutocrat to plunder the proletarians out of their eye- 
teeth. Patriotism has done nothing for humanity except evil. 
The Chinese were always patriotic—regarded themselves 
as the only nation worth mention. That sort of patriotism 
built a wall of stone and self-conceited China slept through 
centuries until European nations forced their way into her 
domain and called attention to the twentieth century. As 
long as our civilization is essentially of property, of fences, 
of exclusion, it will be marked by delusion. Only what serves 


all men is good. 
* oe x 


A contributor in a daily paper observes that labor unions 
may be all right so long as they confine themselves to sym- 
pathy and encouragement in helping their fellow workmen, 
but when, by upholding strikes, they deliberately bring dis- 
tress upon a community, they should be abolished or prohib- 
ited by severest penalties. Very well; “what’s sauce for the 
goose is sauce for the gander.” Are the toilers obliged to 
supply a community with necessaries of life and suffer want 
themselves? Or when the community looks upon their suf- 
fering with criminal indifference? Or are the strikers less 
justified in employing means of violence to gain a more 
tolerable livelihood than the employers, who for centuries 
have brought distress upon millions of men, women and 
children by the same means—brute force? And just so long 
as the exploiters are robbing the workers by means of club 
and bayonet, just so long are the toilers driven to resort to 
violence in their effort to gain a greater share of what they 
produce. All laws, no matter whether sanctioned by a 
majority or minority, rest upon force, and are bound to create 


violence. 
* * * 


” 


“T do not believe in martyrdom,” or, “I have no desire to 
be a martyr,” are phrases now often used to disparage those 
who are persecuted and imprisoned for words and deeds. 


These wiseacres do not seem to realize that they practically 
announce to their fellow men that they prefer to be cowards 
and sneaks rather than be true to their convictions. Poor 
chaps! Is there a greater satisfaction in life than the con- 
sciousness of having spoken and acted in accordance with 
what we think to be the truth, of having contributed a trifle 
toward the elevation of mankind? Or a more degrading, 
miserable feeling than the consciousness of having disclaimed 
our convictions from cowardice? Martyrs, people who defied 
tyrannical laws and customs in the past, were the pioneers 
of the freedom we enjoy today, and the martyrs of the 
present are clearing the path for greater freedom in the 
future. 
* * * 

Many men who pose before the public as labor leaders 
are not labor leaders at all. They are only labor followers. 
The trouble with this class of men is that they mistake the 
tail of the labor movement for its head. If they would only 
be content to function like the old cow’s tail as a fly chaser 
they would be of some use, but they are so firmly convinced 
that the tail is the head that they often have the cow in the 
ridiculous act of walking backwards in her effort te follow 
her tail, and the tail of the labor movement gets furious when 
the head, the militants, insist on going forward. So the 
militants should carry on a ceaseless agitation to educate 
the workers so they will know on which end of the labor 
movement is the head, and when this is accomplished, these 
so-called labor leaders will either have to go to the head 
with the militants, or be dragged through the dirt and dust 
hanging on to the tail, and if they prefer to hang on to the 
tail, then we would warn them that it will be a dangerous 
position, for “when you pull a cow’s tail you’re liable to get 
kicked.” 


INDIVIDUALISM AND COMMUNISM 


Let me give some reasons why we are Communists, in- 
stead of Individualists. Let us understand each other, before- 
hand: I wish to speak of the Individualism that stands for 
private property and individual methods of production. The 
other, a mere philosophical variety, the worshiper of the 
“Heo” or “Superman,” is of a too complex nature for us +o 
indulge in. Then, to be frank, all these philosophical specu- 
lations appeal to us common sense folks as useless and vain 
babblings. 

Our aspirations lead to a condition of society wherein 
everyone can do what he pleases. Give everyone a chance 
and he will do what he chooses without consulting the phil- 
osopher. Consequently, what is most important is to furnish 
the means to enable everybody to exercise his own will with- 
out curtailing the freedom of others. 

“Liberty is incompatible without property,” say the In- 
dividualists. It is perfectly true. If a man does not own 
the land, the means of subsistence, or the raw material neces- 
sary to its production, he cannot develop; he must forever re- 
main a slave, and, since we desire a condition of freedem 
for everybody, it is necessary that we all should have access 
to different commodities. 

If you will suggest a way that will guarantee everybody 
what they need, we will dispense with our hobby. What we 
are actually engaged in ‘is in waging relentless war against 
capitalist property; that is property used as a means of ex- 
ploitation or for preventing others from making use of it. 
We have no quarrel with a system of property for personal 
use, provided we all had an opportunity to acquire it. We 
may have some objecticns from a sentimental or technical 
viewpoint. But the former, arising from an urge of solid- 
arity and consciousness of human rights and justice, could 
be eliminated from the simple fact that when well-being is 
assured to all no one could enslave or be enslaved; we would 
all become friends regardless of form of social organ- 
ization. While the latter could also be eliminated by a con- 
stant progress of applied sciences. 

But is it convenient, or rather, is it possible or desirable 
that we should all become individual owners of property, of 
land and other natural sources of wealth? In a primitive 
society, in a scarcely populated region, where everyone could 
manufacture simple tools himself and for his limited wants, 
a system of property is conceivable, if not strictly individual, 
at least of the family. But, even jin this case, serious in- 
justices and inequalities would arise; struggles would follow, 
with their inevitable sequel of oppression exercised by the 
victors upon the vanquished. 

We would then ask: Who would be entitled to the most 
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fertile soil that requires but a limited amount of toil-to in- 
sure a bountiful harvest? And who will have to accept the 
barren wastes that entail arduous labor with poor results? 
What about the preferred locations near rivers and water- 
ways with plenty of means of communication? Who will be 
relegated upon waste lands, in remote regions far from civi- 
lization? How could a fair division be made that would prove 
satisfactory to all when the nature of the soil varies in pro- 
duction, locality and salubrity? : ‘ghth y 

It is true that the continual strides in scientific and inten- 
sive culture enables us to look forth to the day when all soils 
could be rendered equally fertile, healthful and adapted to 
any desired form of agriculture; while the increased means 
of communication could render any location easily accessible; 
yet all these advantages imply such a degree of human de- 
velopment, such an intensity of social co-operation that 
would lead us very far from the supposition of a primitive 
society composed of men with limited and simple require- 
ments. But, even admitting that an equitable agreement 
could be reached, we would have to undertake a new reparti- 
tion of property at every change of population. 

What would happen if the repartition of property would 
take effect today with the multiplicity of wants and desires, 
with our ever-increasing standards of life; and these, in 
order to be satisfied, require the physical and intellectual 
co-operation of all men, many of whom living in far away 
lands, following different occupations, and applying them- 
selves to the development of different sciences? 

Will you divide a mine, a machine, a ship or a telescope? 

What would you allot to those who built roads, who nurse 
the sick, or to the educator of our youngsters? : 

And since it is not possible to live comfortably without 
exchange of products and services, how can you establish the 
relative value of efforts and commodities? Any attempt of 
this nature seems nothing short of absurdity. 4 ; 

If the social problem is that of mere ownership, there is 
onlv one way to solve it. Let us all become co-owners of 
everything that exists. Then, either the State, that is to say 
government, is to take possession of all means of production 
and distribution, and the people will have to submit to its 
laws, furnish a prescribed amount of work, endure its vex- 
atious rules and regulations, then we will have State Social- 
ism. When every vestige of liberty shalt have been sup- 
pressed; when every free initiative and independence of 
groups and individuals shall have been crushed, then capital- 
ist rule will give way to political and bureaucratic domination. 
Perhaps our daily rations will be more abundant and less 
uncertain, but the the sphere of liberty and progress will be 
proportionately lessened. : 

Or else, we will have free agreement, voluntarily exer- 
cised in various degrees among groups and individuals mani- 
festing itself from simple to compound; the sum total of all 
endeavor to wrest from nature her hidden treasures for the 
benefit of each and everyone. And this is Anarchist - Com- 
munism. Choose. j 

For it is in free Communism that the individual finds a 
greater assurance of independence, liberty and well-being. 
It is upon the rights of the individual—of all individuals— 
upon freedom and security that Communism finds its “raison 
d’etre,” and its final justification. 

E. MALATESTA. 


This year marks the 48rd anniversary of the Paris Com- 
mune. Let us pay tribute of admiring appreciation to men 
and women who gave their lives to the cause of human 
emancipation; it was a sublime and generous effort thwarted 
by the triumph of legality. It failed, not because they were 
too radical, but because they were not radical enough. Ex- 
perience teaches. 


Liberty is a great disturber. 


* * * 
Authority lives on suspicion. 
* * * 
Liberty does not want to rule you. 
* * * 
Pity the slave who thinks that he is free. 
* * * 
A man’s needs are the measure of his rights. 
* * * 


The law is always mute and inactive when something 
that is good is to be rewarded or nobleness to be awakened, 
but it has immediately voice and strength when there is some- 
thing to be condemned and punished. 


RAMPANT MILITARISM 


We are assisting at a social rebarbarisation. Never were 
brutal force and militarism so powerful, so oppressive, and 
so brutalising as in our days. The cost of armaments in the 
past century appears childish in comparison to what Europe 
is spending now on armies and navies, on the maintenance of 
hordes of idle parasites in barracks, ministries, and palaces. 
Not only the military expenses of a hundred years ago, but 
even of the Franco-German war, appear trifling, accustomed 
as we are at present to the hundreds of millions the people 
of Europe are annually disbursing for their “defence.” 

All new inventions, the increased productivity of mankind, 
are swallowed up by militarism. The working classes of 
Germany, Austria, Italy, and especially Russia, are in a 
state of semi-starvation; and, to the dishonor of modern 
society, hunger riots as in medieval times have not yet be- 
come a thing of the past, but still occur in our times, especial- 
ly in those countries crushed under the burden of militarism. 

Not only is militarism sucking up the. life-blood of the 
nations, but military authorities begin to impose their brutal 
will on the intellectual and moral life of the nations, as has 
been shown by the amazing events in Alsace Lorraine and the 
“martial law” reign of terror in South Africa. 

Woe to the nation whose destiny rests in the hands of the 
military. At bottom, every military man has to be a brute; 
if he is not, he cannot be a good soldier. The German Em- 
peror, the most perfect expression of the militarist spirit, 
expressed its brutal morality in his words to the raw recruits: 
“If I order you to shoot your father and mother, you must 
obey.” This is, indeed, the essence. of militarism, which is 
sweeping aside the most sacred sentiments of mankind and 
throwing it back to savagery. 

How is it that for the last forty years militarism was 
allowed to develop into such a monstrous growth as that 
which now threatens to overwhelm civilization? 


The answer is, that during the past half-century dem- 
ocracy relaxed its activity and dropped its revolutionary 
attacks on the State and its complement, militarism; instead 
of an active fight against the increase of State power, the 
doctrine of a benevolent State has been dinned in the aars of 
the people, and State Socialists dangled before the eyes of 
the masses the mirage of the whole machinery of the State 
captured by Socialist votes. 

Whilst this teaching was lending an additional halo to the 
State, the governing classes, with military and civil official- 
dom and crowned heads, meeting with no opposition, set to 
work and quietly and systematically increased their own 
power, imposing on the nation burdens steadily growing 
heavier from year to year, and of which more than half is 
absorbed by the Army and Navy. 


With the growth of these departments not only the mil- 
itary caste is interested, but whole industries have sprung 
up whose existence depends on militarism. The captains of 
these industries and the heads of the Army and Navy are 
incessantly busy in engineering ill-feeling between nations 
and fabricating war scares in order to stimulate the unwilling 
public to new sacrifices and to greater rivalry of armaments. 

Face to face with the ceaseless activity of the militarists, 
democracy, saturated with respect for the State, suffers in 
silence and submission. If protests are made, they are in- 
effectual platonic declarations of peace and good-will towards 
other nationalities. Not only in Germany, with its three 
million Social Democratic votes, is no practical effort and 
propaganda made against the State and militarism; but also 
in other countries with revolutionary traditions, as France 
and Italy, direct attack and resistance to militarism is cold- 
shouldered by Socialist politicians. 

The so-called leaders of the working classes of our time 
will not recognize that, whilst they are expressing their 
feelings of good-will and fraternity, organized power and 
brutal militarism are acting. No words will check the en- 
croaching enemy; action can be stopped by action alone, by 
refusing to pay hard-earned money, by refusing to give chil- 
dren to the modern Moloch, by spoiling the engines of de- 
struction, by refusing to transport war material and troops, 
and finally, in case of declaration of war, by proclaiming a 
general strike of all producers on both sides of the frontier. 

Until this simple truth is recognized and acted upon, no 
lamentation, no words will stop militarism with its mad race 
of armaments, ruinous to the producers of every country, 
and threatening them with political and social enslavement. 

—“Freedom.” 


“HUMAN NATURE” 


We Anarchists, after having explained our principles ‘to 
some inquirer, generally find them acknowledged to be good. 
“But,” says our inquiring friend, “such principles could only 
be realized by a society of angels; human beings are too 
fallible, too wicked by nature to be able to live in harmony 
without coercion, without government. 

This answer is generally held to completely destroy any 
argument in favor of Anarchism, but we contend that a very 
slight inquiry will effectually dispose of this error. : 

These ideas are upheld by no section of the community 
more than by criminals and capitalists, landlords and loaf- 
ers; they would seem to be two very opposite sections of so- 
ciety, but their means of livelihood are the same:—they pro- 
duce nothing useful; therefore they consume the luxuries 
and necessaries produced by the workers. Why do the work- 
ers allow themselves to be robbed of the result of their toil 
by these parasites? If they were naturally bad and selfish 
it would be impossible for huge fortunes to be accumulated; 
for they would, without reference to the justice or injustice 
of the present system, be so constantly cheating and robbing, 
by violence or fraud, anyone who chanced to be possessed 
of more than someone else that accumulation would be im- 
possible. But this is not so; it is because the workers gener- 
ally believe it right and moral that they should pay rent to 
a landlord and that the product of their labor should be 
owned, controlled and consumed by those who produce noth- 
ing—the capitalist class—that the “rights of property” can 
be enforced today. 

Again, although the possession of power generally devel- 
ops the worst qualities of the human being, we do find many 
people who try to use the power they wield to allay the suf- 
fering and distress caused by the abstraction of that power 
from the workers. The perpetration of an outrage upon the 
life or liberty of any individual hurts the moral sense of the 
community and induces it to assent to the perpetration of 
laws to punish the offenders. 

Those who infringe the liberties of others are not neces- 
sarily the physically strong; for they are endowed with as 
great a moral sense (as far as their perception goes) as their 
weakg* brethren. We see this in the growing acknowledg- 
ment 6. the right of women to greater freedom and control of 
themselves, and the interference of people to protect chil- 
dren against brutal parents and employers. 

Our friends will say: “But these protections are sanction- 
ed and enforced by law.” True, we reply, but these laws 
are founded upon the moral sense of the people indignant at 
the perpetration of an injustice—itself an outcome of laws 
previously passed and still enforced. And we contend that 
Law is in itself a wrong and an injustice; because it is an 
assertion of the right of one section of the community to 
control the rest. 

For instance, Law asserts the right of some not to use 
the land and the natural wealth therein, and to prevent oth- 
ers from using it; it asserts the right of some to produce 
nothing and to consume what others produce; it enables some 
to accumulate wealth at the expense of the workers, and pun- 
ishes those who actively object to this proceeding; it allows 
one set of mountebanks and fortune-tellers to gain a liveli- 
hood by prophesying to the credulous the kind of life they 
will lead when they are dead, and punishes another set who 
prophesy their fortune in life. Law lends the brute force at 
its disposal to the monopolists to assist them in robbing La- 
bor of its produce, but hangs and imprisons those who, for- 
cibly or otherwise, ease the monopolist in turn; it makes of 
those who have proved their capacity for bullying, lying, and 
prevarication, judges to expound morality from the bench 
and punish lawbreakers; it permits some people to read cer- 
tain kinds of literature, and then to declare that the rest of 
humanity are so corruptible that they must not be allowed 
to: read them; and when one person murders another, the law 
hires someone else to murder him. 

“Yes,” says our inquiring friend, “I acknowledge all that; 
but those are bad laws; we want to make SOme good laws to 
set them right.” This brings us to the question of the mor- 
ality of law. While we contend that human nature is not 
inherently bad, we also maintain that no person or set of 
persons are so good, so moral, so altruistic that they are fit 
to control, reward or punish their fellow creatures. We say 
Law is bad because those who make and administer it usurp, 
or are entrusted with, a power outside of themselves which 
changes the man into a master, and the power of mastership 
develops into despotism. The power to punish, to dispose 


of the lives of others, will change the most tender-hearted 
into a bloody tyrant. 

In fact, it is nothing more than a belief in their right to 
punish that has caused some people to kill others whose hap- 
piness and comfort were built on their misery and suffering. 

We further argue that Law is a barrier to the progress of 
the race, being the outcome of the ideas of the past, or, at 
best, of the present, designed to regulate the future; and the 
future, not being past or present, is always out of harmony 
with Law. Why are we workers growling? Because the 
laws, made in the past, assert the right of the monopolists 
to employ us, sack us, evict us, starve us, and appropriate 
what we produce. 

Even if the power of governing did not corrupt the gov- 
ernors, which it does, the corruption of the governed is very 
evident; for, instead of helping the oppressed, they shout, 
“Police!”; instead of putting the fire out, even where possi- 
ble, they run for the firemen; instead of understanding the 
natural courses of health and sanitation they allow them- 
selves to be poisoned and then run to the doctor; instead of 
using their intelligence to gauge what it right and just, they 
concern themselves with what is legal,—and no one, not even 
a lawyer, knows what that may be. 

Thus these officials become exalted into little gods, and 
brutal and despotic like gods are usually described to be; 
while the mass of the people lose their initiative and depend 
on these officials to tell them how to live, which the artificial 
life does not enable them to do. TAG: 


THE WORKINGMAN 


The workingman is one big fool. Yea, verily, saith the 
prophet, he is an ass, and the sound of his broying is heard 
in the world. 

He complaineth about the hardness of his lot; never- 
theless, he still boweth his neck to the yoke. 

He buildeth palaces for the rich, while he himself liveth 
in a hovel, and payeth rent. 

Yes, very muchly and frequently doth he pay rent, as he 
can raise the price. 

When he can no longer raise the price he getteth a swift 
kick near the termination of the vertebrae and goeth sud 
denly out. 

His wife and children are also driven forth to perish 
with hunger and cold. 

Then goeth the workingman to the charities, where are 
found the angels of mercy, who minister to the needs of the 
poor at so much per minister and wax fat thereby. 

He findeth the chief angel and straightway poureth his 
tale of woe into his “sympathetic” ear. 

The chief angel listeneth with an incredulous smile and 
giveth the poor man an order to the charity wood yard, where 
he splitteth two cords of wood, and getteth a ticket to a 
souphouse as his reward. 

Yet the workingman getteth no wisdom. 

He remaineth an ass all the days of his life. 

He diggeth in the bowels of the earth, and bringeth forth 
her treasures and layeth them down at the feet of the boss. 

He also voteth to send his boss to congress. 

The boss maketh more laws to keep the workingman in 
slavery. 

Yet the workingman‘ taketh no tumble to himself. 

R. E. D. 
Moral laws are tyrannies. 
* * * 


Production and consumption will balance each other un- 
der free conditions, desire and effort reciprocally affecting 
one another. 

* ok * 

The thrift of one makes that one doubtful as to whether 
slavery is the evil it is said to be; the thrift of many would 
teach capital to lower their wages. Down with thrift. 

oo * * 

Though we are angry over things as they are today, and 
are often disgusted, the joy of the thought of the life to be, 
the life which we love, should be the thought first in our 
minds. A great heart is more glad than sad. 

* * * 


The picture which a Morris draws in representing a free 
society has not much “moral” color in it, nor is the family 
ideal shown there in favorable hues. But the life of man 
is pictured as a beautiful life, nevertheless. Do not be afraid. 
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WHY? 7 


HERE AND ABROAD 


France.—A series of lectures delivered in Paris by Louis 
Bertoni, editor of “Le Reveil,” of Geneve, explaining the 
Anarchist position toward the labor movement, has caused 
a bitter resentment among Syndicalist leaders, who were 
severely criticized for attempting to reduce the functions of 
syndicates to a conservative and opportunistic effort of secur- 
ing immediate ameliorations and the right of collective bar- 
gaining while forgetting the broad revolutionary program 
aiming at the overthrow of capitalism and the state to which 
they had pledged themselves. Wounded in their plethoric 
pride, and probably feeling that Bertoni’s timely remarks had 
struck home, they defended themselves with shuffling excuses 
and accused the speaker of attacking the labor movement 
in general. These tactics so familiar to political tricksters 
will avail them nothing since the rank and file in the labor 
movement the world over are beginning to realize that, while 
they may be against the Anarchists, the Anarchists are not 
against them. 

* * * 

Italy—A general strike has been proclaimed in Rome, 
100,000 workers participating; the newspapers had to suspend 
publication owing to the fact that the printers—unlike their 
American brethren—went out with the rest. The authorities, 
alarmed at this magnificent display of solidarity, concen- 
trated many thousand soldiers in the capital, in addition to 
calling upon those of the city garrison. Over 30 persons were 
wounded. The movement was the outcome of a general dis- 
content, prevailing against capitalism and government, al- 
though the ostensible reason for the strike seemed to have 
been a protest against conditions recently introduced in the 
city hospitals. 

* * * 

Japan.—As a result of the recent riots of Tokio, where 
the people made their mighty voice heard in a resolute pro- 
test against the continual armaments, the lower house cut 
down the budget’s na¥al appropriations $11,000,000 and the 
upper house slashed out $20,000,000 more; which goes to 
prove that an ounce of direct action is worth half a century 
frittering at the ballot box. 

* * * 

England.—The International Anarchist Congress will meet 
in London, August 29 to September 6, and already numerous 
groups of France, Spain, Italy, Switzerland and England 
have signified their willingness to participate in its work. 
We hope some comrades of this country will see their way 
clear to represent “Why?” by proxy and urge the discussion 
of the following themes, which seem to be a source of con- 
stant misunderstanding among comrades: “How far can an 
Anarchist take part in trade-union activity without losing 
his identity?” “Does the Mexican revolution present a truly 
libertarian aspect so as to deserve the moral and physical 
support of all Anarchists?” “Can the Tucker School of In- 
dividualism be identified with Anarchism?” We wish to 
state beforehand that we have no enemies to punish or com- 
rades to excommunicate; we solicit an answer to these ques- 
tions merely to encourage a clearer understanding of prob- 
lems that are confronting us as revolutionists. 

> * * 


China.—The French consul of Shanghai, following an or- 
der issued by the French minister at Pekin, has suppressed 
the Chinese journal “The China Republican,” (issued within 
its concessions) and has ordered the arrest of its editors, Ma 
Soo and Wai, for their strenuous defense of republican prin- 
ciples and for protesting against the dictatorship of President 
Yuan Che Kai, whom they bitterly attacked. A representa- 
tive of a republic prosecuting writer for championing the 
republican cause! Shade of Mazzini! As to these over-zealous 
bureaucrats, next to removing them by force, is to kill them 
by ridicule. And this is just what the League of Man’s Rights 
of Paris is doing in calling the attention of the government 
to this violation of common sense justice. 

* * * 

Argentine.—The Argentine committee for abolition of in- 
famous laws and release of comrades Antili, Barrera and 
Gonzales has circulated an appeal to liberty-loving men of 
all countries calling attention to the repressive measure 
adopted by the government, and lays particular stress on the 
following facts: The Argentine people are chafing under the 
iron grip of brutality. Workingmen were summarily shot 
for merely going on strike. Congress passed a Residence 
law whereby the police can expel from the country anyone 


professing libertarian principles, or taking active part in 
strikes or movements sympathizing with labor’s cause. The 
police set fire to the offices of labor papers, union halls, 
workers’ homes; the tortures of the Inquisition were revived 
and practiced with utmost cruelty. Long prison sentences 
were meted out, while the press was muzzled and its editors 
prosecuted for any flimsy pretext. In addition to the above 
infamies, perpetrated against defenseless workingmen, the 
police rules with iron hand, the constitutional guarantees hay- 
ing been suspended or ignored. We urge all men to respond 
to their appeal and give them unstinted support in this try- 
ing situation. Communications and contributions may be 
sent to “La Protesta,” Canzallo 2559, Buenos Aires, Argen- 
tine. ie, 

Russia.—In the classical land of hangmen, seventeen com- 
rades, anxious to evade military service, fled to the German 
frontier, but were overtaken. On their return to Pietrokoff 
province they were handcuffed with a number of other pris- 
oners, among them a Jewish woman. Owing to her extreme 
old age she soon became exhausted with fatigue, and during 
the journey she fell on the way. The soldiers who had charge 
of the escort brutally maltreated her and one of them dealt 
her a vicious blow. Our comrades then rushed to her de- 
fense, but, being at disadvantage, could not wrest the un- 
fortunate woman from the hands of her assailants, who, 
enraged, finally killed her with their bayonets, wounding 
several of our comrades in the fray. The press, as usual, 
to prevent the arousing of public sentiment, gave out that 
the atrocious affair was the outcome of an attempt to escape 
on the part of the prisoners. 

* * * 

California——Among the quixotic ventures indulged in by 
self-styled leaders of the unemployed, the recruiting of an 
army by Gen. Kelly to march to Washington as a living pro- 
test against their wretched conditions, occupies a front rank. 
Kelly may be able to outdo a Wellington when strategical 
ability is concerned, yet his Tacoma record places his heroic 
career in the odious light of strike-breaker. The brutality of 
the Sacramento police has somewhat dampened his bluff 
and bluster spirit, despite his militant resolutions taken dur- 
ing his unwelcome visit here. Professor Carleton R. Parker, 
of the University of California and Secretary of the State 
Immigration and Housing Commission, says correctly that 
the marching army of the unemployed is as much a normal 
product of our society as is the University of California. He 
might have added that it is as much a normal product of our 
abnormal social and economic conditions as are those mil- 
lionaires who have become millionaires by appropriating what 
they have not earned. He would have been within the truth 
had he said that when society fosters abnormal conditions, 
under which some men are permitted by law to monopolize 
natural opportunities, society must expect that unnecessary 
and abnermal condition that now confronts it—a marching 
army of unemplowed. How can the clubbing of men, turning 
the hose on them, refusing to let them go or to remain, 
“starving them out,” and otherwise using force while still 
withholding opportunity, carry us one step in the direction 
of solving the problem? 


“Since there is no justice in this land, I will do justice 
myself.”—Mme. Caillaux, wife of the French Minister of 
Finance, slayer of the editor of “Le Figaro,” Paris, France. 
Here is an act of violence that cannot be blamed on the 
Anarchists, but on a member of the goody-goody, conserva- 
tive, republican elite of society. If the public doesn’t cry, 
“Down with the Republicans!” it is solely due to their being 
in a vast majority. 


It is certainly a fervent “Appeal to Reason” when a 
Marxian paper urges its readers, through its advertising col- 
umns, to become detectives. It may be wonderful business 
acumen, but it’s damn poor Socialism. 


Statement of Ownership, Circulation, etc. of Why? 
Published semi-monthly at 1423 South Washington street, 
Tacoma, Wash., as required by Act of August 24, 1912. S. 
Hammersmark, editor, business manager, publisher and 
proprietor. Known bondholders, mortgagees and other secur- 


ities, there are none. (Signed) 
S. HAMMERSMARK. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 23rd day of 
March, 1914. 


(Seal) HOMER T. BONE, Notary Public. 


8 WHY 2 


THE WILL AS A REVOLUTIONARY FACTOR 


To our mind the Syndicalists are off the track if they 
expect the labor movement to adopt revolutionary tactics 
that are a resultant of a radical criticism involving the abo- 
lition of State and private property, when in their process of 
boring they have prudently brushed aside all reference 
to a broad revolutionary program aiming at the integral 
emancipation of labor and have busied themselves follow- 
ing in the wake of reformers who place insignificant econom- 
ical advantages in the forefront. . ‘ 

We are not fatalists either in philosophy or in economics. 
We do not believe in the magic virtue of words, or in the 
automatic awakening of the human mind. Human minds 
ean only awaken to revolutionary consciousness when those 
who have seen their way out of our social wilderness set 
their mind and will to arouse a kinship of sentiment and 
purpose in other men. 

We often hear revolutionists speak of a class struggle 
as if it were a universal fact independent of our will and 
outside the domain of our own comprehension; and of the 
working classes having common and harmonious interests. 
This is a Marxian fatalist tendency applied to the social prob- 
lem, to consider as a natural law or a scientific fact what 
is simply human desire and aspiration. 

In reality there is no class struggle where the workers 
are woefully submissive to the whims of capital; likewise, 
there is no class struggle where revolutionary propaganda 
aiming at the emancipation of labor is purposely sidetracked 
and immediate demands—often elusive, and which tend to 
consolidate craft supremacy—are given preference. 

It is also an error to entertain the belief that in the pres- 
ent social organization the working classes always have 
interests in common. On the contrary, in practical life, in 
dealing with problems that entail immediate solution and of 
everyday importance, every trade, every industry, every 
territory, every country, every individual in fact, has his 
own particular interest that rnder certain circumstances it 
may harmonize with that of his class, yet in most cases it is 
conflicting and opposite. It is only in the name of a com- 
mon human ideal, when men are inspired by a greater con- 
ception of life and superior morality; when men are urged to 
act by a keen desire to lead a better existence and are ani- 
mated by principles of justice and equality; who are willing 
to urdergo any sacrifice and temporary benefit to attain it, 
that we create the ideal harmony of interest which the revo- 
lution will translate into action. 

The Syndicalist movement has a tendency to lose in revo- 
lutionary quality what it gains in quantity; and in order to 
keep its forces together it grows narrower in its vision, 
trimming, bartering and compromise are the inevitable re- 
sults. Add to this the fact that the exponents of Syndicalism 
do not agree on political, economical and religious questions, 
how can we reasonably expect their followers to act accord- 
ing to a revolutionary program when in their propaganda 
they exclude all allusion to the final emancipation of labor 
and, therefore, cannot have aims and ideals in common? 

Syndicalists also tell us that radicals ought to seek of- 
ficial positions so as to be able to control the policies of the 
labor movement. These tactics would be compatible with 
Socialists’ teachings, which point out that all changes in 
society must come from above, and that political saviors are 
required to regulate the conduct and activity of the masses. 
Experience has conclusively proven that when radicals sought 
official positions they did so at the expense of their revo- 
lutionary integrity, like catering to time-worn beliefs of their 
constituents, with which they must reckon, in order to gain 
votes and support. But even admitting, for the sake of argu- 
ment, that some radicals may have reached the executive 
heights without undergoing the same evolution, their revo- 
lutionary character would receive jolt after jolt in the process 
of carrying out the mandates of the rank and file. More 
time is actually consumed in carrying out the petty, insig- 
nificant business of a union; more effort is wasted in preserv- 
ing, tinkering, patching, juggling with trifling issues than 
in educating its components to strive to a higher plane of 
idealism than that of grubbing for a master. 

Can we consistently say that our American Syndicalists 
deserve to be taken seriously, or can be classed as revolu- 
tionists when they favor political action to restrict immi- 
gration, frittering away their time in reactionary activity 
such as participating in the work of anti-Asiatic Leagues, or 
attacking the I. W. W. for the centralized power of its G. E. 
B. and then take a complete somersault, hob-nobbing with 


Socialist politicians and receive an official plum as a reward 
of their fancy acrobatic stunts? Or when they we a set 
of workers to stay in and hug their jobs instead of urging 
them to make common cause with I. W. W.’s on strike and 
with whom these Syndicalists have (or ought to have) many 
revolutionary traits in common? Or when they curry favors 
from a Catholic fakir and politician of a McCarthy type? 
Or, again, when they squander right and left, in dinners, 
whiskey, or automobile joyrides what the miner, structural 
iron-worker and sailor has risked his life to earn? 

We may be “impractical dreamers,” yet we do not hesi- 
tate to state that if the social revolution is to come, it will 
be through the conscious awakening of the human mind, 
and this cannot be brought about without a healthy, mili- 
tant propaganda that knows of no yielding or compromise. 
And if compromise we must, it will be because all odds have 
been against us—not because we evince any inclination to 
accept it. And this is why we have no patience with 
laggards. R. E. D. 


HEREDITY? 


The people whom the Romans of the decadent period called 
“barbarians” had an excellent custom. Each clan, each com- 
mune held itself responsible towards other clans for any 
anti-social act committed by one of its members. When 
a member of a clan killed or injured anyone belongi to 
another clan, his own clan answered for him. This excellent 
custom, like many others, has disappeared. The boundless 
individualism of today has been substituted for the commun- 
ism of French, Saxon and Slavic antiquity. Now we are 
beginning to realize the fallacy of such a course. Thinkers, 
workers and many intelligent folks of our century loudly 
proclaim that society as a whole is responsible for every 
anti-social act committed within its bosom. We all contribute 
in the production of geniuses and share in the glory of heroes. 
And so it is with our criminals. We have e every one 
Pd Meee and must assume our share of responsibility in their 

eeds. : 

Year after year thousands of children grow up amidst the 
moral and material filth of our cities; living from hand to 
mouth, surroundec by a baneful environment of vice. lewdé 
ness and brutality. Maternal care is unknown to them; their 
unhappy lives are spent either in a wretched lodging or in 
a dirty street. In this way they grow up without a reasonable 
opportunity to apply their youthful energies. In savage 
life, at least, the children are taught to hunt, trap and fish, 
weave and sew by their parents. Not so with the proleta- 
rian children of the slums. 

They have hardly any prospects in life beyond that of 
incessant toil; they are debarred from all opportunities to 
acquire a handicraft or develop their mental faculties. Our 
good moralists denounce vice and debauchery, yet, what would 
become of their own children if they were brought up in this 
same environment? Would they not degenerate into drunk- 
ards and prostitutes? What is most striking is the depth of 
the social and human instinct prevalent among the 
classes, manifesting itself under most adverse conditions, 
and in various ways. Without this social instinct the num- 
ber of those who wage open war against existing institu- 
tions would be still greater. Without this aversion to vio- 
lence, the rich man’s palaces would be turned into ruins. 

__On the other hand, let us glance into the lives of our 
pillars of society. Revelling in luxury; spending recklessly 
and foolishly; cultivating the most morbid tastes, amidst 
lewdness and debauchery; incessantly craving for more 
wealth; ever appealing to hollowness and vanity; madly rush- 
ing onward for supremacy and power; manifesting an insane 
passion to rise, to waste the labor of others; concealing their 
bestial nature under a cloak of respectability. When the 
watchword of our civilization is “Get rich, trample upon 
everyone who stands in your way; use any means except 
those that will land you in a penitentiary;” when everyone, 
from banker to mechanic considers as the greatest ideal of 
life to climb upon the toiler’s back, to enjoy life in perfect 
ease; when a calloused hand is looked upon as a sign of in- 
feriority; when men will prefer physical culture to manual 
labor; when a silk gown is considered a token of rank 
and superiority; when literature is defiled by the rich man’s 
cult, and teaches to despise the “utopian;” when so many 
forces are at work in shaping evil instincts—why talk about 
heredity? It is society that is producing these incapable and 
unfit beings imbued with anti-social feeling. Society glori- 
fies crime when it is successful, while it punishes the un- 


successful. P. KROPOTKIN. 


